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4 Chairman Bragg dissenting.
5 Commissioners Crawford and Askey dissenting.

response was inadequate,4 and that the
respondent interested party group
response was inadequate. The
Commission further determined that
other circumstances warranted full
reviews.5

A record of the Commissioners’ votes
and statements are available from the
Office of the Secretary and at the
Commission’s web site.

Authority: These reviews are being
conducted under authority of title VII of the
Tariff Act of 1930; this notice is published
pursuant to section 207.62 of the
Commission’s rules.

Issued: January 26, 1999.
By order of the Commission.

Donna R. Koehnke,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 99–2229 Filed 1–29–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020–02–P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Justice Management Division;
Information Resources Management/
Telecommunications Services Staff
Meeting of the Global Criminal Justice
Information Network Ad Hoc Bylaws
Committee

AGENCY: Justice Management Division,
Information Resources Management,
Telecommunications Services, Justice.
ACTION: Notice of meeting of the Global
Criminal Justice Information Network
Ad Hoc Bylaws Committee.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to section 10(a)(2) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (Public Law
92–463), as amended, notice is hereby
given that a meeting of the Global
Criminal Justice Information Network
Ad Hoc Bylaws Committee will be held
on February 10, 1999. The Group will
meet from 8:30 a.m.–1 p.m. at the Grand
Hyatt Washington Hotel, located at 1000
H Street, NW., Washington, DC 20001.
The Bylaws Committee will meet to
determine the internal structure of the
Global Advisory Committee in order to
facilitate the accomplishment of its
activities as identified under the
National Performance Review’s ‘‘Access
America’’ Initiative A07. This meeting
will be open to the public. Any
interested person must register two (2)
weeks in advance of the meeting.
Registrations will then be accepted on a
space available basis. For information
on how to register, contact Kathy Albert,
the Designated Federal Employee (DFE),
901 E Street, NW, Suite 510,
Washington, DC 20530, or call (202)

514–3337. Interested persons whose
registrations have been accepted may be
permitted to participate in the
discussions at the discretion of the
meeting chairman and with the
approval of the DFE.

If you need special accommodations
due to a disability, please contact
Komita Primalani at (202) 637–4927 at
least seven (7) days prior to the meeting.

Further information with reference to
this meeting can be obtained from Kathy
Albert, the DFE, 901 E Street, NW, Suite
510, Washington, DC 20530, or call
(202) 514–3337.

Dated: January 27, 1999.
Kathy Albert,
Global Network Coordinator,
Telecommunications Services Staff,
Information Resources Management, Justice
Management Division, Department of Justice.
[FR Doc. 99–2333 Filed 1–29–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–AR–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–160]

Notice and Solicitation of Comments
Pursuant to 10 CFR 20.1405 and 10
CFR 50.82(b)(5) Concerning Proposed
Action to Decommission Georgia
Institute of Technology Georgia Tech
Research Reactor

Notice is hereby given that the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the
Commission) has received an
application from the Georgia Institute of
Technology dated July 1, 1998, for a
license amendment approving its
proposed decommissioning plan for the
Georgia Tech Research Reactor (Facility
License No. R–97) located in the Neely
Nuclear Research Center on the campus
of the Georgia Institute of Technology in
Atlanta, Georgia.

In accordance with 10 CFR 20.1405,
the Commission is providing notice and
soliciting comments from local and
State governments in the vicinity of the
site and any Indian Nation or other
indigenous people that have treaty or
statutory rights that could be affected by
the decommissioning. This notice and
solicitation of comments is published
pursuant to 10 CFR 20.1405, which
requires publication in the Federal
Register and in a forum such as local
newspapers, letters to State or local
organizations, or other appropriate
forum that is readily accessible to
individuals in the vicinity of the site.
Comments should be provided within
60 days of the date of this notice in
accordance with 10 CFR 20.1007,
‘‘Communications,’’ to the Executive

Director for Operations, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555.

Further, in accordance with 10 CFR
50.82(b)(5), notice is also provided of
the Commission’s intent to approve the
plan by amendment, subject to such
conditions and limitations as it deems
appropriate and necessary, if the plan
demonstrates that decommissioning will
be performed in accordance with the
regulations in this chapter and will not
be inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of
the public.

A copy of the application is available
for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
the Gelman Building, at 2120 L Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20037.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 25th day
of January 1999.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Seymour H. Weiss,
Director, Non-Power Reactors and
Decommissioning Project Directorate,
Division of Reactor Program Management,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 99–2305 Filed 1–29–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–331]

IES Utilities Inc.; Central Iowa Power
Cooperative, Corn Belt Power
Cooperative; Notice of Consideration
of Issuance of Amendment to Facility
Operating License, Proposed No
Significant Hazards Consideration
Determination, and Opportunity for a
Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of an amendment
to Facility Operating License No. DPR–
49, issued to IES Utilities Inc., Central
Iowa Power Cooperative, and Corn Belt
Power Cooperative (the licensees), for
operation of the Duane Arnold Energy
Center (DAEC) located in Linn County,
Iowa.

The proposed amendment would
revise Technical Specification (TS)
Surveillance Requirement (SR) 3.8.1.7 to
better match plant conditions during
testing by clarifying which voltage and
frequency limits are applicable during
the transient and steady state portions of
the diesel generator start.

The licensee requested that this
proposed amendment be processed as
an exigent request, pursuant to 10 CFR
50.91(a)(6). The exigency is created by
the existing TS surveillance, SR 3.8.1.7,
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containing inappropriate acceptance
criteria that the diesel generator (DG) is
not designed to meet and which is
overly conservative with respect to the
DAEC Updated Final Safety Analysis
Report (UFSAR) requirements for the
DGs. This acceptance criteria was
incorporated into the TS just prior to the
approval of DAEC’s conversion to
Improved Standard TS (NUREG 1433).
The licensee did not intend that the
basic requirements of this testing be
different from those contained in the
former custom TS (CTS 4.8.A.2.a.2).
However, a significant change was
introduced due to the adoption of the
wording of NUREG–1433. Because this
change was not recognized at that time,
the plant procedure for the new SR did
not correctly implement the TS. It was
only recently, during the review of the
BASES for this SR for another issue, that
this error was recognized.

Based on the circumstances described
above, the NRC verbally issued a Notice
of Enforcement Discretion (NOED) on
January 20, 1999. The NOED was
documented by letter dated January 22,
1999. The NOED expressed the NRC’s
intention to exercise discretion not to
enforce compliance with SR 3.8.1.7
until the exigent TS amendment request
to revise SR 3.8.1.7, which the licensee
submitted on January 22, 1999, is
processed.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendment, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission’s
regulations.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91(a)(6) for
amendments to be granted under
exigent circumstances, the NRC staff
must determine that the amendment
request involves no significant hazards
consideration. Under the Commission’s
regulations in 10 CFR 50.92, this means
that operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed
amendment would not (1) involve a
significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of
a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated; or
(3) involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety. As required by 10 CFR
50.91(a), the licensee has provided its
analysis of the issue of no significant
hazards consideration, which is
presented below:

After reviewing this proposed amendment,
the licensee concluded:

1. The proposed amendment will not
involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

The safety function of the DG is to provide
AC power to required safety systems during
any Loss of Offsite Power (LOOP) event. The
limiting design basis accident is the Loss of
Coolant Accident with concurrent LOOP
(LOOP-LOCA). This proposed amendment
modifies a DG surveillance requirement and
does not impact the off-site AC distribution
system; therefore the probability of any
LOOP event, including the LOOP-LOCA is
not significantly increased.

This proposed change revises the SR to
better match the plant conditions during the
test. SR 3.8.1.7 is performed with the DG
unloaded. As a result, the DG initially over-
shoots its target nominal voltage and
frequency during testing. In an actual event,
the DG would be almost immediately loaded
once minimum voltage and frequency
requirements are met, thereby limiting the
over-shoot.

To ensure the DGs are able to fulfill their
safety function, the proposed SR requires DG
voltage and frequency to achieve the
specified minimum acceptable values within
10 seconds and settle to a steady state voltage
and frequency within the specified minimum
and maximum values. That is, the upper
limits are only applicable for steady state
operation and do not apply during the
transient portion of the DG start. The revision
changes the SR 3.8.1.7 criteria to clarify
which voltage and frequency limits are
applicable during the transient and steady
state portions of the DG start.

This change does not affect the DG’s ability
to supply the minimum voltage and
frequency required within 10 seconds or the
steady state voltage and frequency required
by the UFSAR. The DGs will continue to
perform their intended safety function, in
accordance with the DAEC accident analysis.
Thus, the consequences of any previously-
analyzed event are not significantly increased
by this change.

Therefore, the proposed amendment will
not involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not
create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

The revision changes the SR 3.8.1.7 criteria
to clarify which voltage and frequency limits
are applicable during the transient and
steady state portions of the DG start. No
changes are being made in how the system
actually operates or is physically tested.

Therefore, the proposed amendment will
not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

3. The proposed amendment will not
involve a significant reduction in a margin of
safety.

The margin of safety is not significantly
reduced. The DGs will perform their
intended safety function, in accordance with
the DAEC accident analysis. The revised test
criteria are a better match for the tested
condition (unloaded). The performance of
other TS Surveillances (in particular, SRs
3.8.1.9, 3.8.1.12 and 3.8.1.13) demonstrate
DG Operability in conditions which are more
representative of postulated accident

conditions (loaded in the actual time
sequence assumed in the accident analysis).
The DGs will continue to perform their
intended safety function in accordance with
the DAEC accident analysis and UFSAR
requirements. Therefore, the proposed
amendment will not involve a significant
reduction in a margin of safety.

Based upon the above, the licensee
determined that the proposed amendment
will not involve a significant hazards
consideration.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee’s analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
proposes to determine that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed
determination. Any comments received
within 14 days after the date of
publication of this notice will be
considered in making any final
determination.

Normally, the Commission will not
issue the amendment until the
expiration of the 14-day notice period.
However, should circumstances change
during the notice period, such that
failure to act in a timely way would
result, for example, in derating or
shutdown of the facility, the
Commission may issue the license
amendment before the expiration of the
14-day notice period, provided that its
final determination is that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The final
determination will consider all public
and State comments received. Should
the Commission take this action, it will
publish in the Federal Register a notice
of issuance. The Commission expects
that the need to take this action will
occur very infrequently.

Written comments may be submitted
by mail to the Chief, Rules and
Directives Branch, Division of
Administrative Services, Office of
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001, and should cite the publication
date and page number of this Federal
Register notice. Written comments may
also be delivered to Room 6D59, Two
White Flint North, 11545 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, Maryland, from 7:30
a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Federal workdays.
Copies of written comments received
may be examined at the NRC Public
Document Room, the Gelman Building,
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC.

The filing of requests for hearing and
petitions for leave to intervene is
discussed below.

By March 3, 1999, the licensee may
file a request for a hearing with respect
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to issuance of the amendment to the
subject facility operating license and
any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participate as a party in the
proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a
petition for leave to intervene shall be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s ‘‘Rules of Practice for
Domestic Licensing Proceedings’’ in 10
CFR part 2. Interested persons should
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714
which is available at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, and at the local public
document room located at the Cedar
Rapids Public Library, 500 First Street
SE, Cedar Rapids, Iowa 52401. If a
request for a hearing or petition for
leave to intervene is filed by the above
date, the Commission or an Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board, designated
by the Commission or by the Chairman
of the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel, will rule on the request
and/or petition; and the Secretary or the
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board will issue a notice of hearing or
an appropriate order.

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a
petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. The petition
should specifically explain the reasons
why intervention should be permitted
with particular reference to the
following factors: (1) The nature of the
petitioner’s right under the Act to be
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the
nature and extent of the petitioner’s
property, financial, or other interest in
the proceeding; and (3) the possible
effect of any order which may be
entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner’s interest. The petition should
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the
subject matter of the proceeding as to
which petitioner wishes to intervene.
Any person who has filed a petition for
leave to intervene or who has been
admitted as a party may amend the
petition without requesting leave of the
Board up to 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, but such an amended
petition must satisfy the specificity
requirements described above.

Not later than 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, a petitioner shall file a
supplement to the petition to intervene
which must include a list of the
contentions which are sought to be
litigated in the matter. Each contention

must consist of a specific statement of
the issue of law or fact to be raised or
controverted. In addition, the petitioner
shall provide a brief explanation of the
bases of the contention and a concise
statement of the alleged facts or expert
opinion which support the contention
and on which the petitioner intends to
rely in proving the contention at the
hearing. The petitioner must also
provide references to those specific
sources and documents of which the
petitioner is aware and on which the
petitioner intends to rely to establish
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner
must provide sufficient information to
show that a genuine dispute exists with
the applicant on a material issue of law
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to
matters within the scope of the
amendment under consideration. The
contention must be one which, if
proven, would entitle the petitioner to
relief. A petitioner who fails to file such
a supplement which satisfies these
requirements with respect to at least one
contention will not be permitted to
participate as a party.

Those permitted to intervene become
parties to the proceeding, subject to any
limitations in the order granting leave to
intervene, and have the opportunity to
participate fully in the conduct of the
hearing, including the opportunity to
present evidence and cross-examine
witnesses.

If the amendment is issued before the
expiration of the 30-day hearing period,
the Commission will make a final
determination on the issue of no
significant hazards consideration. If a
hearing is requested, the final
determination will serve to decide when
the hearing is held.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration, the
Commission may issue the amendment
and make it immediately effective,
notwithstanding the request for a
hearing. Any hearing held would take
place after issuance of the amendment.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves a
significant hazards consideration, any
hearing held would take place before
the issuance of any amendment.

A request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene must be filed with
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555-0001, Attention:
Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff, or
may be delivered to the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, by the above date. A
copy of the petition should also be sent
to the Office of the General Counsel,

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, and to Al
Gutterman; Morgan, Lewis & Bockius,
1800 M Street NW, Washington, D.C.
20036–5869, attorney for the licensee.

Nontimely filings of petitions for
leave to intervene, amended petitions,
supplemental petitions and/or requests
for hearing will not be entertained
absent a determination by the
Commission, the presiding officer or the
presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board that the petition and/or request
should be granted based upon a
balancing of the factors specified in 10
CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)-(v) and 2.714(d).

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment dated January 22, 1999,
which is available for public inspection
at the Commission’s Public Document
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L
Street, NW., Washington, DC, and at the
local public document room, located at
the Cedar Rapids Public Library, 500
First Street SE, Cedar Rapids, Iowa
52401.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 26th day
of January 1999.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Richard J. Laufer,
Project Manager, Project Directorate III–1,
Division of Reactor Projects III/IV, Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 99–2304 Filed 1–29–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–388]

PP&L, Inc.; Notice of Consideration of
Issuance of Amendment to Facility
Operating License, Proposed No
Significant Hazards Consideration
Determination, and Opportunity for a
Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of an amendment
to Facility Operating License No. 22
issued to PP&L, Inc. (the licensee) for
operation of the Susquehanna Steam
Electric Station (SSES), Unit 2, located
in Luzerne County, Pennsylvania.

This notice supersedes the previous
notice published on Spetember 9, 1998,
(63 FR 48263) in its entirety. The
proposed amendment would change the
allowable values for both the core spray
system and low pressure coolant
injection system reactor steam dome
pressure low functions.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendment, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
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